Views are not news —Abdul Quayyum Khan Kundi
The US as a superpower has interests in all regions of the world. But the question the US has to ask is what will be the driving force of its foreign policy to maintain and safeguard its interests around the world. During the cold war, the most favoured approach was containment

Prominent US journalist Seymour Hersh recently wrote an article in the New Yorker magazine raising questions about the safety of Pakistani nuclear weapons. After reading the article, the question that immediately came to my mind was, “What is the US foreign policy strategy towards Pakistan?” It is common knowledge that there is a strong nexus between US policy makers and prominent journalists. When policy makers need favorable public support, prominent journalists are used to promote it in articles. If we accept the validity of views expressed by Mr. Hersh to be those of senior US administration officials, it is evident that the diplomacy between the two countries is failing miserably and that is more dangerous than nuclear weapons falling into the hands of terrorists.
The other disturbing view that is expressed in the article is equating religious practice with fundamentalism. If a soldier or an officer gives up alcohol or visits a mosque regularly, he is presented as a danger as there might be an extremist streak in his soul.
The third disturbing view expressed is that the US State Department has given the lead to the US Defence Department on affairs of mutual security, which traditionally should be the domain of the State Department. Soldiers are trained to wage good wars and use weapons as means of achieving peace. They cannot be expected to achieve peace through development of mutual understanding, diplomatic negotiations and security pacts.
The most damaging piece of the article is the presentation of Pakistani senior officials and army generals as only interested in goodies rather than dealing with the concern for the sovereignty of their country. This view is not entirely Mr. Hersh’s fault. Our policy makers have not been able to articulate their views in any other language but dollars and cents. But if money is made an integral part of diplomatic relations between two nations, it should not be expected that the goodwill would remain after the money is spent.
Mr. Hersh repeatedly mentions that Pakistani officials expressed reservations that the US might share their secrets with India. He did not however make any reference to General Stanley McChrytal’s report, which states that the growing influence of India in Afghanistan could act counter to US interests in the region. Mr. Hersh also did not report any assurances from US officials that the concerns of sharing information with India are not true. This indirectly confirms the validity of Pakistani concerns.
The US as a superpower has interests in all regions of the world. But the question the US has to ask is what will be the driving force of its foreign policy to maintain and safeguard its interests around the world. During the cold war, the most favoured approach was containment. It seems in this new era, to fight the rising tide of non-state actors, the most favoured weapon is the drone. But the problem with a drone is that it might achieve a short-term objective but in the long term it creates more recruits for the nameless enemy. On the other hand, errors are bound to happen when foot soldiers are trusted to make split second decisions in a foreign land, to choose if a person approaching them is a friend or a foe.
During my visits to Pakistan and my meetings in the US, I have asked one question from people of influence: What is the US interest in Afghanistan? The most common response I got is, to fight against terrorism. But if that is true, then it is a civil law enforcement issue. This kind of work is done by the Federal Bureau of Investigations (FBI) and other civilian law enforcement agencies in the US. A strong government with credibility in Afghanistan should be able to control the terrorist criminals. The strong military presence in Afghanistan is causing deaths of innocent civilians in collateral damage, which is raising strong sentiments against the US. On the other hand, Iran, China and Russia are uneasy over the future of their security. It is highly unlikely that these countries are sitting idle while the US tries to entrench itself in the region by twisting the arms of the Afghan and Pakistani governments.
Withdrawal of US forces from Afghanistan will be the deepest blow to the promoters of extremism in the region. The US media has tried to play the card of division in Iraq, Afghanistan and Pakistan, but they fail to understand the basic principle that in times of distress, people tend to unite rather than divide. The US cannot win hearts and minds through its drones and technologically superior soldiers. It should rather promote its values of equal opportunity, freedom of expression, and liberty. This is a more powerful message, which was deployed to good effect during the struggle against communism.
As for Pakistan, they made the wrong choice of losing the status of non-alignment when they succumbed to the US pressure to break all rules of diplomacy and accept the terms dictated by Secretary of State Colin Powell. Now Pakistan is viewed with suspicion by its neighbours as a satellite of the US, which creates a security risk of its own.
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